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This article provides an alternative to the major bias of western scholars which are, on the one hand,  to 
consider that Chinese political reforms have no other function that repairing the errors made during the 
Cultural Revolution and, on the other hand, to consider that rule of law had no role into the building of 
a legal system for economy which, they argue, is each day more and more capitalist.  
The first chapter will begin by defining the concept of rule of law and its limits  and will analyze how 
this concept is not unique and has cultural specific features in Western countries and in Asian countries. 
However, if it is important to insist on such a difference, those cultural differences are often used as a  
defense to limit or to aggressively promote the implementation of rule or law. 
The second chapter will discuss the evolution of “rule of law” in Chinese society, through the influence 
of Confucianism and Legalism on the Chinese rule of law concept, and, through the importance of 
Constitutionalism in China from the late Qing to Mao's era. This analysis will allow us to explain what 
“a democracy with Chinese characteristics” is by observing how democracy was implemented under 
and after Mao’s era and by describing the Chinese features of the current legislation and legal system. 
Finally, we will emphasize the impact of the “rule of law” on China's economic development  through 
the building of its legal system in the realm of economy and through the entrance of China into the 
WTO.  Then  we  will  demonstrate  that  the  contemporaneous  Chinese  economy  should  not  be 
misinterpreted as an hidden capitalist economy under a socialist discourse but as a  market socialism 
with its  own Chinese characteristic and that alternative ways to the adoption of capitalism can be 
found. 
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CCP (Chinese Communist Party)
US (United States)
WTO (World Trade Organization) 
IMF (International Monetary Fund)
SOE (State Owned Enterprise)
MFN (Most Favored Nation) 
USSR (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)
GATT (General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade)
MOFTEC (Ministry of Commerce of the People's Republic of China)
TRIPS (Trade-Related Aspects of Intellectual Property Rights)
NGO (Non-governmental organization)
CLEEC (China Legal Education and Exchange Committee)
USIA (US Information Agency)
NPC (National People's Congress)
CPC (Communist Party of China)
UK (United Kingdom)
PRC (People's Republic of China)
GDP (Gross Domestic Product)
KMT (Kuomintang)
For practical  reasons,  the People 's  Republic  of China (PRC) will  be mentioned as China and the 
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2008 is a major landmark for the implementation of rule of law in China because it celebrates the 30th 
years of China’s reform era. In only three decades, Deng Xiaoping and his successors undertook to 
reform China in order to shift  the country from a closed and paralyzed economy with millions of 
people surviving in dire poverty and suffering from excesses of the Cultural Revolution and the rule of 
man to the second world superpower sustaining the global  economy by its  two digits  growth and 
attracting more and more investments since the country entered into WTO and adopted the rule of law 
as its official policy. Thus, in early 2008, the Chinese Government proclaimed that the rule of law had 
been primarily established, implicating that the 2010 goal, which planned to establish the rule of law in 
2010, would be reached as planned.  On February 28,  2008, the Press Office of the State  Council 
released The White Paper on China's Rule of Law, which trumpeted  China's development of a socialist 
legal  system  with  unique  Chinese  characteristics  as  one  of  the  greatest  achievements  in  the 
advancement  of the rule  of law in China and as a guarantee for the survival  of one-party-system. 
Finally,  in  October  2011 was  published  The  White  Paper  on  The  Socialist  System of  Laws  with 
Chinese Characteristics which announced that the CPC have set  the goal of building a moderately 
prosperous society of a higher level in all aspects for the benefit of over one billion people by 2020.
In the meantime, the People's Republic of China's economy is currently the world's second largest 
economy by  GDP and by purchasing power parity after the United States, the world's fastest-growing 
major economy, with growth rates averaging 10% over the past 30 years and is also the largest exporter  
and second largest importer of goods in the world. 
Although no one can reasonably raise doubt about the successful Chinese economy, many question the 
implementation of rule of law in China, regarding the Chinese legal system and the economy. 
Among Western scholars, it is said that the rule of law is only verbally implemented and that CCP stays 
to more conservative to make a decisive step toward rule of law but that the regime is no more a rule of 
man system.  Thus,  most  of  scholars  acknowledge that  the  Chinese  rule  of  law is  far  from being 
satisfactory.  The reasons for a weak rule of law in China are divided into four subcategories  :  the 
judicial system, the legal profession, and the legislative system, as well as general Chinese culture and 
attitudes toward the rule of law.1
Concerning judicial system, the lack of judicial independence from the CCP continues to be highly 
problematic for the implementation of the rule of law reform. For example, the court system is almost 
entirely controlled by the CCP and local governments, while judges are appointed only by the party and 
local governments, which reduces their autonomy. 
As  for  the  legal  profession,  government  lawyers  providing  legal  aid  remains  inadequate  to  meet 
demand and that those who provide such legal aid are often corrupt, unqualified and inexperienced 
because, like the judiciary, lawyers are dependent upon the government. Therefore, because of those 
limitations, few lawyers are willing to be legal aid in criminal prosecution and, in most of cases, a party 
cannot afford a lawyer.
1 RAULLI, Danielle.  Why is the Rule of Law in China Unsuccessful ? [EB/OL].
http://www.hamilton.edu/documents//levitt-center/Rauilli_Danielle_article.pdf,













As a result, China’s legislative system is complex and ineffective because, among other reasons, many 
regulations are still unpublished in spite of WTO requirements, and those that are published are vague. 
Moreover, the low esteem for the Chinese constitution, sometimes regarded as a national declaration 
with no constitutional effect, does not help to strengthen the legislative system. 
Finally,  traditionally and historically,  China has  lacked a  rule  of  law culture,  which  explains  why 
establishing an effective rule of law in the country is not something that is held in high esteem. Instead 
of litigation, people lacking of network prefer to submit a petition (xinfang) to government officials and 
people with a large guanxi try to bypass the law by using bribery. 
Regarding the economy, Chinese economy is not a communist economy with the State since the State 
does not own enterprises and settle prices as it did before and since the private sector is now recognized 
and  is  the  most  important  part  of  the  Chinese  economy.  Four  more  reasons  have  been  generally 
developed to explain such a shift from a State's economy toward a more liberalized economy. 
At  the  beginning,  explicitly  private  entrepreneurship  in  the  non-farm  sectors  (TVE)  developed 
vigorously and rapidly in rural China during the 1980s then financial reforms in the rural areas, were 
substantial in the 1980s before to be channeled at a surprisingly high level of credits to the private 
sector in the 1980s. In the meantime, the political system, although absent of the normal institutional 
constraints associated with good governance, became directionally liberal early during the reform era 
and the the Chinese policy makers in the early 1980s strongly, directly and self-consciously projected 
to adopt a policy of credibility and predictability of economy to attract foreign investments. 
Thus, it is both a mixture of legal and economic reforms which permits to the Chinese economy to be 
as successful as it is today, with a strong emphasize put on predictability of both  economy and political 
regime, which underlines the role of rule of law in both Chinese legal system and economy. 
From this premise, two dominant theories have been advocated : 
Firstly, although playing a role for shaping the legal system and the economy, rule of law remains a  
matter of words and has played a minor role to build this non State-centered economy, unlikely to most 
other countries, therefore we might see China as a test case to challenge the classical assumption that 
rule of law is necessary to sustain economic growth.2 
Secondly, although the Chinese economy is not a Communist economy anymore but a more liberalized 
economy, China is still a developing economy which can be managed with few incentives but when 
China will become a fully developed economy, such shift will need important measures such as a better 
allocation of capital, which is only feasible by resolutely adopting the capitalist system.3
In our view, both views on Chinese legal system and Chinese economy are inaccurate. 
2 DAM, Kenneth W. China as a test case, is the rule of law essential for economic growth [EB/OL].
http://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=880125, 2013-03-23 (date of quoting), p.3.
3 ALLEN, QIAN, QIAN, China's Financial System: Past, Present, and Future [EB/OL]. 
http://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=978485&rec=1&srcabs=1118019&alg=1&pos=1 













The adoption of   rule  of  law has been constantly advocated during three decades  as a  preventive 
measure against the Cultural revolution's abuses and the Constitutional recognition of rule of law in 
1999 has been a determinant step, just as the entrance of China into WTO in 2001, toward the adoption 
of rule of law.  The 2008 Chinese Government's claim that rule of law would be established in 2010, 
and both the adoption of official recognition of “The Scientific outlook on development” as the Party 
official  line and the newly revised Party's  Constitution during the last  October 2008 Congress are 
strong signs that the implementation of rule of law in China is not a matter of words and that no rule of 
law will be enforced but a rule of law with Chinese characteristics including the Chinese legal system, 
the system of people's congresses and the system of multiparty cooperation and political consultation 
under the leadership of the Communist Party of China as a “chinatized” form of rule of law. 
Similarly, although the first legal reforms concerning economy did not take the form of laws, the later  
reforms have  been implemented  by laws and as  the  legal  system has  become more  complex,  the 
internal degree unknown to non insider was slowly removed. In addition, if the first measures were  
aiming to give a legal framework to existing practices in countryside, the official recognition of private  
sector and the later laws would have been impossible without a continuous legislative process because, 
as proved by the temporary attempt to come back to the former legal system before the 1992 Deng 
Xiaoping's Southern tour, the conservative oppositions to the private sector were strong. In addition, the 
rule of law concept has been a guidance to establish a clear and predictable system of economic laws. 
It is therefore wrong to argue that the rule of law played a minor role in economic laws. As it is also  
wrong  to  consider  the  Chinese  economy  as  an  unofficial  capitalist  economy  since  one  can  not 
understand  such  economy  if  the  importance  of   SOE  in  the  Chinese  economy,  the  existence  of 
significant  Party cells  within the  management  of  big enterprises  and the  influence of  both central 
government and local government over the firms are not taken into account. 
Consequently, the aim of this paper will be to assess the “Rule of Law” with Chinese characteristics 
and its impact on China's economic development by explaining the Chinese specificity in both legal 
system and economic laws areas and by pointing out how this idiosyncrasy could lead to a specific way 













Chapter I. Comparative studies on the concept of “rule of law”
Subchapter 1. The concept of rule of law and its limits
A common worry of citizens is that government officials may be influenced in their public actions by 
inappropriate considerations by prejudice, by arbitrariness, by passion.  The rule of law constrains these 
factors by insisting that government officials act pursuant to and consistent with applicable legal rules. 
Firstly,  government  officials  are  required  to  consult  and to  act  pursuant  to  law before and during 
actions. 
Secondly, legal rules provide publicly available requirements and standards that can be used to hold 
government officials accountable during and after their actions. As a result, rule of law ensures that the 
power of the government will be restrained within legal limitations, that society will be ruled under 
consistent and clear laws, and that any legal issue will be solved according to certain and predictable 
laws. 
One function of the Rule of Law is to impose legal restraints  on government officials  in order to  
restrain their power and in order that citizens do not be victims of an excessive use of such legal power. 
The first type of legal restraint is that government officials must abide by valid positive laws in force at 
the time of any given action. In other words, government actions must have positive legal authorization 
and no government action may contravene a legal prohibition or restriction. In order to avoid the State 
from acting outside of the legal frame, government officials are required to consult and conform to the 
law before and during actions. Because the legal rules and requirement are made publicly available  to 
anyone, one can easily check whether government officials have behaved according to the standard. In 
case representatives didn’t act within the law standard, they will be accountable for any illegal action.
The second type of legal restraint imposes restrictions on the law itself, thus the government cannot  
pass laws inconsistent with the system of law . Under this second type of restraint, certain prohibited 
actions cannot be legally allowed, even by a legitimate lawmaking authority. Usually, there are legal 
and  non  legal  limitations  to  prevent  the  ruling  power  from  taking  any  dangerous  and  excessive 
measure. For example, constitutional rules may impose such limitations because constitutional rules are 
regarded as being the most important laws of the country and, because of this importance, are often 
more difficult to modify than ordinary legislation because they require a super majority vote (usually 
2/3 majority) while ordinary legislation requires only a majority vote. 
When human rights has no legal authority because they are not embodied in Constitution or they are 
not considered as a law principle,  natural law principles and religious principles can protect citizens 
from the ruler and his representatives' excesses. Because natural law principles and religious principles 
are generally thought as being independent or pre-existent to any law, the first can prevail on the latter. 
Consequently, two limits can restrain government officials : internal limits (constitutional rules) and 
external limits (human rights, natural law, and religious limits). When those limits are internal, the 
remedies are generally found within legal system while when those limits are external, government 















A second function of the Rule of Law is to maintain order and to coordinate behavior and transactions 
among citizens. A society is based upon rules and any disruption of those rules will  likely lead to 
disorders. To prevent society from falling into chaos, the State will charge legal institutions to resolve 
disputes by using legal norms. 
In order to punish any transgressions of legal rules or social disruptions, it is important to guarantee 
that an independent judiciary will judge and sanction any misbehavior by applying rules certain and 
predictable which applied equally to everyone.
An institutionalized,  independent  judiciary is  crucial  to  both  functions  of  the  rule  of  law:  it  is  an 
important means to hold government officials to the law (vertical), and to resolve disputes between 
citizens according to the law (horizontal). But an independent judiciary is difficult to establish and to 
preserve.  At  a  minimum,  it  requires  the  allocation  of  material  resources  for  functional  buildings, 
competent  staff,  access to legal resources,  reasonable salaries,  and job security.  However,  it  is  not 
enough that courts adopt a strong ethics and that their decisions be sovereign and unchallenged by no 
one.  Without a body of lawyers committed to the law and to the rule of law, there can be no rule of law 
because lawyers are essential for the development of rule of law because they make the rules coherent 
and accessible and because they provide solutions to make the law less vague and more accurate. 
To sum up the legal requirement implied by the rule of law, we will quote Raz's principles of the formal 
concept of the rule of law :
“(1)  All laws should be prospective, open, and clear. . . . ; (2) Laws should be relatively stable. . . ;  
(3) The making of particular laws (particularly legal orders) should be guided by open, stable, clear  
and  general  rules.  .  .  .  ;   (4)  The  independence  of  the  judiciary  must  be  guaranteed.  .  .  .  ;  
(5) The principles of natural justice must be observed. . . . ; (6) The courts should have review powers  
over the implementation of the other principles. . . . ;  (7) The courts should be easily accessible. . . . ;  
(8) The discretion of the crime-preventing agencies should not be allowed to pervert the law.”4
To explain what the rule of law is, the Fuller's eight principles is useful to define what a rule of law 
system does not contain. If any of these 8 principles is not present in a system of governance, a system 
will not be a legal one : 
(1)  The  lack  of  rules  or  law,  which  leads  to  ad-hoc  and  inconsistent  adjudication,  (2)  Failure  to 
publicize or make known the rules of law, (3) Unclear or obscure legislation that is impossible to 
understand, (4) Retroactive legislation, (5) Contradictions in the law, (6) Demands that are beyond the 
power  of  the  subjects  and  the  ruled,  (7)  Unstable  legislation,  (8)  Divergence  between 
adjudication/administration and legislation.5
However, by itself, law is seeking efficiency only, not harmony. The law alone can guarantee that the 
rule will be respected and that the ruler's authority will be unchallenged but the law alone cannot ensure 
that people will be ruled according to fair principles. We must add to the rule of law concept the notion  
of morality to be sure that the rule of law will serve the interests of society and not the interests of  
rulers. 
4 RAZ, Joseph. The Rule of Law and Its Virtue [J]. The Law Quarterly Review, volume 93, 1977 : 
p.56. 















Because citizens are ensured that government officials will be refrained by acting excessively by legal 
or non legal means and that, in case of disorder, anyone will be protected by a certain and predicable  
system of  justice  and  defended  by a  body of  lawyers  from condemnations  by  using  certain  and 
predicable laws, citizens can be sure not to be outlawed by unknown laws. This legal certainty is  
necessary for social life for two reasons. 
First, economic actors can better predict in advance the anticipated costs and benefits of prospective 
transactions, which enable them to make more efficient decisions. 
Second, the protection of property (and persons) conferred by legal rules offers an assurance that the 
fruits of one’s labor will be protected from expropriation by others. 
Regulating government power, implying equality before the law, and privileging judicial process, those 
Dicey’s three aspects of the rule of law, are commonly regarded as basic requirements of a formal 
understanding of the rule of law6. Thus, a remarkable consensus is reached on what rule of law requires 
:   that the rule of law requires that laws be publicly promulgated, be reasonably clear and not self-
contradictory,  and  have  general  and  prospective  application;  that  the  application  of  laws  be 
administered by impartial and independent courts which are reasonably accessible to all; that people 
ought to be given adequate opportunities to comply with the law; that laws are not be changed too 
frequently... 
What is problematic is that rule of law is regarded as an ideal, suggesting that the rule of law is a 
general normative principle, and one that can be attained, in practice, to various degrees.  The West's 
implicit cultural assumption is that the rule of law is an inherently positive goa1. The rule of law is 
supposed to bring order and predictability. This order and predictability means that government and 
business  operations  are  more  transparent.  Transparency  promotes  commerce  in  general,  including 
foreign  trade  transactions  and investment,  which  in  the  aggregate  contributes  to  overall  economic 
development. Moreover, the West assumes that the rule of law is a predicate for the basic protection of 
human and civil rights. Given all of these positive associations, it is not surprising that the West sees  
the rule of law as "good" and regards the country with an imperfect rule of law as arbitrary, chaotic and 
not  transparent.  Without  formal  legal  rules,  the  West  believes  that  how  society  operates  is  not 
transparent. Instead of predictable legal rules, the fear is that the void will be filled with unpredictable 
and arbitrary human indiscretions. Consequently, many commentators associate the rule of law with the 
kind of legal regime that respects, for example, personal freedom and human dignity. Others go farther 
and maintain that a legal regime that violates human and civil rights is one that fails to comply with 
rule of law. 
The problem with this idealistic conception of the rule of law is that we regard the compliance with law 
as good per se, without considering the general association of the rule of law with a well  ordered  
society. As Joseph Raz observes: "[…] We have no need to be converted to rule of law just in order to  
believe that good should triumph. A non-democratic legal system, based on the denial of human rights,  
of  extensive  poverty,  on  racial  segregation,  sexual  inequalities,  and religious  persecution  may,  in  
principle, conform to the requirements of rule of law better than any of the legal systems [...]”.7
6 I) No one can be punished or made to suffer except for a breach of law proved in an ordinary court, 
II) No one is above the law and everyone is equal before the law regardless of social, economic, or 
political status, III) The rule of law includes the results of judicial decisions determining the rights of 
private persons, Quoted in PALEKAR, S. Comparative Politics and Government [M]. 
New Dehli : PHI Learning, 2009.  pp.64-65.
7 PEERENBOOM, Randall. Varieties of Rule of Law : Asian Discourses of rule of law [EB/OL]. 














With this vision, democrats consider rule of law as a first step toward democracy while authoritarian 
States regard rule of law as a useful stool to implement in order to prevent democracy.  Hence, if the 
goal  is  clearly to  set  up a  regime where  complying with  the law is  regarded as  the  best  form of 
organization, one can settle an authoritarian society which will create the necessary mechanisms and 
habits  of  control  and  restraint  to  ensure  that  law  is  respected  and  that  potentially  chaotic  or 
unpredictable processes of mass political participation do not get out of hand. In this respect, Nazi rule 
of law is without any doubt the best example to follow to implement an unchallenged rule of law.  
Less distorted, some take the view that it is possible to implement democracy in authoritarian regimes 
but  such  transition  must  be  gradual.  To  illustrate  this  trend,  we  will  briefly  analyze  the  gradual 
democratic development in China, described by its opponents as a way to manipulate rule of law for 
postponing or preventing any democratic process.  
Chinese  gradualists  advocate  phased  political  development  rather  than  radical  change  because a 
country should move gradually from totalitarianism to authoritarianism and then from authoritarianism 
to  democracy.  Skipping  these  stages  would  be  neither  possible  nor  desirable,  because  democracy 
requires certain preconditions, including the development of a market economy and a middle class, an 
enhanced popular democratic consciousness, and the formation of civil society, all elements that China 
is said not to have.  Therefore,  hasty democratization in the absence of these conditions will  bring 
political turmoil and social instability. 
Chinese gradualists also takes the view that China, as a state in rapid transition from a planned to a 
market economy, needs strong political leadership to avoid chaos and disorder and to carry on social 
reforms and economic development. 
Most  of  them  conclude  their  demonstration  by  saying  that  China  should  ultimately  establish  a 
democratic  political  system,  but  it  should  be  a  "Chinese-style"  system  that  suits  the  specific 
circumstances  of  China.  Consequently,  according  to  Chinese  gradualists,  a  gradual  rule  of  law is 
needed  to  efficiently  implement  democracy  in  China  but  such  transition  first  emphasizes  the 
importance to obey to the law and to educate people before democratizing the regime. If we remember 
that Sun Yat Sen, at the beginning of the XXth century, already considered that Chinese people needs to 
be educated before to live in democracy,  we can wonder when CCP does consider  the country as 
educated enough to live under democracy. By postponing  democratic reforms for the day when people 
will be educated enough, on can consider that rule of law is a tool for authoritarian regime to postpone 
the democratic process. 
However, the gradualism approach in China is overstated because Chinese gradualists consider that the 
present economic performance are made possible through this policy when such performances are due 
to  the  country's  structural  factors  of  initial  conditions such as  a  less  distorted  industrial  structure, 
smaller  or  state  subsidies,  and  a  more  restrictive  state-socialist  welfare  system.8 Moreover,  the 
gradualism hides another reality :  the hidden costs of deteriorating public finance, the slow pace of 
structural reform, and the inefficient allocation of capital.
8  CAROTHERS, Thomas. Rule of Law temptations [EB/OL]. 
https://www.carnegieendowment.org/files/Rule_of_Law_Temptations.pdf,2013-02-17 (date of quoting) 
pp.7-8. 
On the  gradualism approach  in  China,  see  PEI,  Minxin.  China's  trapped transition  :  the  limits  of 














Similarly, in addition to view the rule of law as a good per se or to adopt a gradualism approach to 
implement the rule of law, another excess can be denounced : the rule of law promotion group. The 
original law and development movement began in the 1960s and 1970s. At this time, it was believed 
that the rule of law was the key to pursue social change. In the 1980s, the emphasis was on legislative 
reform and the passage or revision of laws based on foreign models.  From 1997, the development 
community began using the more general term “good governance” to refer to a set of activities that 
embraced  participation,  transparency,  and accountability  in  government—specifically  including  the 
rule of law. 
The term “governance” itself had emerged within the development discourse in the 1990s as a means of 
expanding the prescriptions of donors to embrace not merely projects and structural adjustment but 
government policies. Following the trend, the Ford Foundation, and other private American donors 
began an ambitious program to reform the laws and judicial institutions of countries in Africa, Asia, 
and Latin America. For example, the China Legal Education and Exchange Committee (CLEEC) has 
been in operation since 1984, funded initially by a grant from the Ford Foundation, and then with 
additional assistance from the US Information Agency (USIA). Such organizations were willing to 
implement rule of law abroad according two tracks : 
The first track would consist of traditional human rights pressure – speaking out about alleged human 
rights violations, sponsoring resolutions in international forums, applying diplomatic pressure...
The second track would emphasize supporting positive trends within countries – such as the growth of 
civil society – that would lead to greater protection of human rights.9 
This “two-track” strategy is an “inside/outside” human rights policy where the belief was that major  
human rights breakthroughs would come when internal and external pressure were combined together. 
Criticisms have been made arguing that the program’s over-reliance on exporting certain aspects of the 
U.S. legal system, notably strategic litigation and activist judges, that were incompatible with the target 
countries.Lack of knowledge has been highlighted as one of the main reasons for the poor results of 
rule of law promotion.10 One aspect of this lack of knowledge refers to different notions about what the 
rule of law is, and what should be promoted. The concept of rule of law remains unclear and contested.  
Rule of law serves many masters, and rule of law promotion is aimed at achieving many goals from the 
more technical enhancing of judicial efficiency and higher levels of professionalism to broader political 
goals such as economic growth, democratization, human rights...
Consequently,  if  we began by saying that  rule  of  law benefits  from a large consensus  to  adopt  a 
common definition, we have seen that outside of its formal definition, the rule of law concept is used as 
a mere political toy : a legal concept with political stakes.  Thus, when authoritarian States will use the 
formal definition of democracy and say that their country meets the rule of law requirements because 
the law is general, public, prospective, clear, consistent, capable of being followed, stable and enforced, 
their opponents, in order to contradict them, will adopt a thick or substantive conceptions of rule of law 
by adding to those basic elements of thin conception of rule of law elements of political morality such 
9 STEPHENSON, Matthew C. “A Trojan Horse Behind Chinese Walls ? [EB/OL].
http://www.hks.harvard.edu/var/ezp_site/storage/fckeditor/file/pdfs/centers-
programs/centers/cid/publications/faculty/wp/047.pdf, 2013-02-17 (date of quoting). p.8.
10 CAROTHERS, Thomas. Rule of Law temptations [EB/OL].
https://www.carnegieendowment.org/files/Rule_of_Law_Temptations.pdf,
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